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Defense Witnesses

Scheduled to Tesfify

R(-)I-N MASELKA

[ |ers to Portugal in 1965.

- 'marin, 58, a French business-

1 :workmg for the -U. S.' govern-
l
{

" 'Mr. Sullivan said, noting that a

“dng Mr, Hawke that afternoon
‘. ilnvolved in,”” Mr, Sulhvan testi-

l ‘*There was a heated ex-

" sald: ‘Why are you following

< H
e o

"|Gregory R. Board, 45, in Tucson. ;

$3000 Per Plane . - R

Another defense witness, Ed-
mund F. Keyes, a pilot from
Florida, said he disqussed pilot- v
ing the bombers to Bordeaux,! [
France, in February 1965 with, '

Board is the missing defendant,
in the case.
Mr. Keyes said Board told

More delense WIINesses were
set to testify today at the Fed-
eral Court ftrial of two men
charged with_conspiring to un-
lawfully export seven B-26 bomb-

The government rested its case
Wednesday, the 10th trial day.

In continuing to ‘reserve deci-
sion on defense motions to dis-
miss all charges, Judge John O.
Henderson noted’ *'the motions

to resolve them.”

On trial before a jury of 10
men and two women are John
R. Hawke, 28, a former Royal
Air Force pilot, and Henri Marie
Francois de Marin de Mont-

jman.

;. Edwin Margin of Miami Beach, ||

3Hawke's.attorney, has claimed
that his client belleveq he was

ment when he piloted the planes

are strong and I am not able|

‘overseas and that -the CIA -ap-
‘proved the project. A
:Customs Agent Enters

One defense withess Wcednes-:
day was FBI agent Joseph B.

- Sullivan who said Hawke came,

40 the Ft. Lauderdale, Fla. FBI
office in the fall of 1965 w,mtmg'
to know if the FBI was Iollow-
ing him,

" “I'told him to the best of my
knowledge, the I*BI was not,”

few minutes later a man

"He said he had been watch-
in regards to a case Hawke was
fied.

ichange between Hawke and the
—scustoms agent and Mr. Hawke

‘me:when we are both working

. witnepses and submitted more

for- tha same people?' Yok

...,..

AN . ) . §

him he would pay $3000 per’
plane|ferried to France “which
didn't] overly impress me aft-
er strtmg to deduct the ex-

The] witness estimated he

1tors gs weather.

concefn over necessary docu-
imentd for the flights and “Board |
gassurd me that the paper work;

; Docl on-Reserved

. Not]ng he did not get the job,|
:Mr. Keyes testified he did not
“hear from Board.” R
i Aftdr 90 minutes of orat argu-| [ -
'ment | earlier, Judge Henderson .
‘reserfed decision on defense T
motions to dismiss all charges
againgt the two men.

Co records indicated the .
goverhment called a total of 24 N

than §0 exhibits into evidence. D
Ed¥ard Brodsky of New York,| 4 . - = -

-attorjey for de Montmarin, ar-| R

gued |that the government. had Lo \
failed to provide sufficlent evi- Van
;dencq indicating that his client| -
thad ppecific knowledge of the
texpot license requirement or
ispecific knowledge that no li-
icensg|-had been obtained,

Could Have Asked

Hayke's attorney, Edwin Mar—.
‘ger of Miami Beach, argued that,
|the government had failed to; |
-establish that, there was no el .
‘writt¢n State Department ap- I T -
provgl to export the planes. N
; Mr| Marger suggested that the; | .,
gove ment could have called : -

;who"would be the one most
likely to have knowledge -of

Re pondlng to a defense chal-
lenge to the trial’s venue, U. S,
Alty. John )l‘ Curtin_said the:
goveynment maintains “that the
criminal act occurred here be-
causg the port of exit was Roch-
ester]” At least two of the air- | -
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